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greatly whether these advantages were conferred by an
absolutist state or by philanthropic individuals;. In the golden
age of the charity dinner, paternalism and patronage thus
tended to put on the robes of Icdssez faire.*f
This made it harder to justify the survival of parish relief
in England than in a land of state action such as Germany.
Here it survived only at the paradoxical price of central
limitation on local discretion. And in an early-Victorian
Britain that was too apt to interpret respectability as depend-
ence on the rich, the bureaucrats were able to justify their
own activity only in so far as they too tried to make the poor
respectable, though by the alternative method of bullying
them into independence. An institution intended merely to
keep living beings in existence, was transformed into a
stimulus for urging them along the path of self-improvement.
Political economy and philosophic radicalism thus found
themselves on the side of the centrally-controlled poor-law.
So long as men were educated to independence and self-
support, the rational humanitarian did not mind whether this
improvement came from the attractiveness of private gain or
the deterrence of public relief. Nor did the new poor-law stop
short at a mere attempt to deter from destitution: for in the
hands of Kay it tied in with the development of Britain's
first publicly-provided schools, while under the guidance of
Chadwick it stimulated the evolution of public sanitary insti-
tutions. Nearly all the hard thinking about the ends and
means of social legislation—and especially of the role of
government in education, health, and poor relief—was the
work of rationalist Benthamite utilitarians and not of the
pious sentimentalists who were more at home in the field of
private philanthropy. It was, moreover, the middle class,
which cried loudest for economic free trade, that was entrusted
with the administration of both the new poor-law and the
new sanitary improvements, although in both cases they were
free to do very nearly as little as they Jiked and were
forbidden to do more than what ought to have been a mini-
* Cf. G. M. Young's portrait of the age in Early Victorian England.

